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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed on 12/21/06. 

Claims 1, 2, 5-9, 13,17-23, 27, 30, and 35 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 5, 9, 
13, 17, 18, 19, and 27 are the independent claims. In the amendment, claims 5, 13, and 18 were 
amended. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 5, 6, 8, 13, 18-23, 27, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Ramirez Diaz US Patent US 6,476,858. 

As per claim 5, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window display control apparatus capable 
of connecting to a video device, the apparatus comprising: 

A display control unit that controls a display device to display a plurality of windows 
including a plurality of video windows (figure 3, item 140) and an operation panel window that 
is separate and discrete from the video window, (figure 1, items 101-102) 
at least one of the plurality of the video windows displaying an image based on image data 
output from the video, and the operation panel window displaying an operation panel for 
controlling the video device; (figure 1, items 101 and 102) 
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A selecting unit that selects one of the video windows; 

A control unit that controls said display control unit to change a size and a display and a 
display position of the operation panel window corresponding to the selected on of the video 
windows in accordance with a changing of a size of the selected one of the video windows, 
(figure. 4, column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 20-35) 

As per claim 6, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window display control apparatus as 
claimed in claim 5. Ramirez Diaz further teaches said control unit controls said display control 
unit to change sizes of operating buttons included in the operating panel window in accordance 
with the changing of the size of the selected one of the video windows. (Figure 4, The operating 
buttons of the two left windows are larger than the operating buttons of the 8 right windows) 

As per claim 8, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window display control apparatus as 
claimed in claim 5, wherein said control unit controls said display control unit to change display 
position and sizes of all of the video windows and the operation panel window that are being 
displayed, in accordance with the changing of the size of the selected one of the video windows, 
(column 7, lines 5-35) 

As per claims 13 and 18, they are rejected with the same rationale claim 5. Supra. 

As per claim 19, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window display control apparatus 
comprising: 

A display control unit that controls a display device to display a plurality of windows in a 
display screen of the display device; (figure 3, item 140) 

A selecting unit that selects one of the windows; (figure 2, item 103) 
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A movement direction indicating unit that indicates a direction of movement of the one of 
the windows selected by said selecting unit; (column 6, lines 55-65) and 
A control unit that is responsive to indication of movement direction of the selected one of the 
windows by said movement direction indicating unit, for controlling said display control unit to 
move the selected on of the windows in the indicated movement direction and display the 
selected one of the windows at an enlarged size, the enlarged size being larger than sizes of all of 
non-selected ones of the windows, (figure. 4, column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 20-35) 

As per claim 20, it is of the same scope as claim 5, Supra. 

As per claim 21, Ramirez Diaz teaches the method of claim 19. Ramirez Diaz further 
teaches when one of the windows has been selected by said selecting unit, said control unit 
controls said display control unit to display the one of the windows selected by said selecting 
unit at an enlarged size, (figure. 4, column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 20-35) 

As per claim 22, Ramirez Diaz teaches the method of claim 21 . Ramirez Diaz further 
teaches when the one of the windows displayed at the enlarged size is moved in the indicated 
movement direction, said control unit controls said display control unit to display the moved one 
of the windows at a maximum size, (figure. 4, column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 20-35) 

As per claim 23, Ramirez Diaz teaches the method of claim 23. Ramirez Diaz further 
teaches when the one of the windows displayed at the enlarged size is moved in the indicated 
movement direction, said control unit controls said display control unit to display an operation 
panel window in a region not occupied by the windows, (column 7, lines 20-35) 

As per claim 27, it is rejected under the same rationale as claim 19. Supra. 
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As per claim 30, it is of the same scope as claim 22. Supra. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 12, 17, and 35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ramirez Diaz US Patent 6,476,858 in view of Martinez US Patent 6,1 1 1,575. 

As per claim 1, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window display control apparatus 
comprising: 

A display control unit that controls a display device to display a plurality of windows in a 
display screen of the display device; (figure 3, item 140; figure 1, items 101 and 102) 

A selecting unit that selects one of the windows; (figure 2, item 103) 

A control unit that responses to selection of one the windows by said selecting unit, for 
controlling said display control unit to change a size of each of the windows based on the 
selection information, (figure. 4, column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 20-35) 

However, Ramirez Diaz fails to teach a storage that stores selection history information 
for each of the windows selected by said selecting unit; 
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Martinez teaches a storage that stores selection history information for each of the 
windows selected by said selecting unit; (see Mathews, paragraph 0091; User's interaction with 
the application is selection history.) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include 
Martinez's teaching with method of Ramirez Diaz in order to user to perform multiple levels of 
undo and redo at a time. 

As per claim 2, Ramirez Diaz and Martinez teach the method of claim 35. Ramirez Diaz 
further teaches wherein said control unit determines display position and sizes of the video 
window and the operation panel window such that all of windows do not overlap with each 
other, (column 2, lines 50-70, column 7, lines 5-35) 

As per claims 12 and 17, they are rejected with the same rationale claim 1 . Supra 

As per claim 35, Ramirez Diaz and Martinez teach the method of claim 1. Ramirez Diaz 
further teaches wherein the plurality of windows comprise a video window, and an operation 
panel window that display an operation panel for controlling a video device, the video device 
outputting image data for displaying an image on the video window, (figure 1, items 101 and 
102) 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ramirez Diaz US 
Patent US 6,476,858 in view of Ishida US Patent 5,684,969. 

As per claim 7, Ramirez Diaz teaches a multi-window system as claimed in claim 5. 
However Ramirez Diaz fails to teach wherein said control unit controls said display control unit 
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to change numbers of operating buttons included in the operation panel windows in accordance 
with the changing of the size of the selected one of the video windows. 

Ishida teaches wherein control unit controls display control unit to change numbers of 
operating buttons included in the operation panel windows in accordance with the changing of 
the size of the selected one of the video windows, (column 8, lines 26-64) 

It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Ishida' s 
teaching with method of Ramirez Diaz in order display all the general information in a single 
display. 

Response To Argument 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 9, and 17 have been considered but are 
deemed to be moot in view of the new grounds of rejection, and applicant's arguments for claims 
5, 13, 18, and 20 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Applicant's argument focused on the following: 

A) Ramirez Diaz fails to teach a plurality of video windows and an operation panel 
window that is separate and discrete from the video windows. 

B) Ramirez Diaz fails to teach indicating a direction of movement of the selected window 
and moving the selected window in the indicated direction and enlarging the window size that is 
larger than all of the non-selected windows. 

Examiner disagrees. 

A) Ramirez Diaz teaches this limitation because the general control panel is separate 
from each sub-surveillance camera window, (figure 4 Each sub-surveilance window has its own 
control panel (figure 2, items 120) that is separate from the general control panel (figure 1, items 
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101-102) and when the surveillance window is closed, the general control panel is not. (column 
6, lines 40-55) 

B) Ramirez Diaz teaches this limitation because a user can resize a window by dragging 
the corners of the window and pulling at a direction that would either enlarge or reduce the size 
of the window, (column 6, lines 55-65) 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Contact information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peng Ke whose telephone number is (571) 272-4062. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and Alternate Fridays 8:30-5:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine L. Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Peng Ke 
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